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is, in fact, archived on the Web site if 
anyone is interested in that. 

We had another forum on improving 
affordability, listening to some of the 
people who have actually done the 
work of making health care affordable 
in their communities and for their 
groups of patients. We heard that time 
from Rick Scott, who runs a number of 
outpatient clinics in Florida. We heard 
from Greg Scandlen from the Con-
sumers for Health Care Choices, and we 
heard from Dr. Nick Gettas, who is a 
chief medical officer at CIGNA. Again, 
on the Web site, the Webcast of that is 
archived and people are welcome to 
look at that and review that. 

When we do these forums, we do 
Webcast them from the Web site, and 
they are available live and broadcast 
live on the Web site when they are 
done, and through the magic of Twit-
ter, we are able to take questions from 
people who are not actually in the 
physical audience. We do take ques-
tions from the physical audience. We 
take questions from the virtual audi-
ence. 

b 1930 

This can, again, sometimes lead to 
some quite lively debate. 

Upcoming within the balance of the 
month of May and into the month of 
June, we are going to be doing another 
forum, one dealing with the question of 
mandates and one dealing with the 
concept of health reform from the jour-
nalists’ perspective. We have many 
good writers up here who write about 
this on a regular basis, and we want to 
bring them in, perhaps turn the tables 
and interview the interviewers for part 
of the morning on some of the aspects 
of the health care debate. 

And then finally, in the month of 
June, we are going to have another 
forum on promoting quality. And we 
have got a number of good people lined 
up for that. Again, some left of center, 
some right of center, but designed to 
give a balance of opinion as we have 
these forums. And again, as I men-
tioned, Mr. Speaker, if anyone were in-
terested, they are available live on the 
Web site when we hold those. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, I did not leave 
a viable and active 25-year practice of 
medicine to come here and sit on the 
sidelines. I came here to be part of the 
debate as the debate was going on, and 
I intend to be fully engaged. I hope 
that both sides will stay lively and will 
stay engaged on this debate. I hope we 
can have this debate in the light of day 
and not in the dark of night. I hope we 
can have input from both sides when 
this bill ultimately comes forward 
from this and leaves the floor of this 
House and goes over to the Senate. Cer-
tainly I know the American people are 
depending upon Republicans and Demo-
crats to work together. And it is my 
hope, my fervent hope and my prayer 
that that is indeed what happens. 

Mr. Speaker, you have been very gen-
erous, and I’m going to yield back the 
balance of my time. 

THE AMERICAN CLEAN ENERGY 
JOBS BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
come to the floor this evening to speak 
about a bill that we hope to have on 
the floor in the next couple of months 
that is going to be styled the ‘‘Amer-
ican Clean Energy Jobs’’ bill. It is the 
right name for the bill because it will 
jump-start, kick-start and initiate an 
economic recovery based on the growth 
of clean energy jobs in this country. 
And it is timely, it is vital, and we be-
lieve it is possible this year to really 
give a boost to the American economy 
by helping create the millions, and I 
say that with an M, the millions, not 
hundreds, not thousands, but the mil-
lions of new jobs that we can create if 
America fulfills its destiny to become 
the arsenal of clean energy for the 
world. America is a country with a 
very special destiny. We have fulfilled 
the destiny to bring democracy to the 
world. And later we served as the arse-
nal of democracy during World War II. 
We armed the rest of the world with 
the tools they needed to defeat the 
powers of darkness during World War 
II. 

And now we will have a bill on the 
floor shortly that will call on the 
American economy to produce the 
clean energy jobs and tools to essen-
tially provide a new clean energy fu-
ture for the world. And when we do 
that, we believe we will dramatically 
expand our economy, dramatically ex-
pand Americans’ employment opportu-
nities, and as an additional side ben-
efit, dramatically reduce the pollution 
that today is threatening, in a very se-
rious way, the way we live. We will 
also, at the same time, dramatically 
reduce our dependence on foreign oil. 
And as a side benefit, we will dramati-
cally increase our national security, 
because we know that our addiction to 
foreign oil is a security risk to the 
United States. 

I want to start talking about this bill 
from its first job, which is to create 
jobs for this country. In the current 
economic malaise we are in, we have 
got a couple of choices. We can sort of 
roll over and play dead and not take 
bold action to jump-start the American 
economy by seizing this opportunity to 
start new businesses in this country 
that can create employment. Some 
people in this Chamber still think that 
is what we should do, which is nothing. 
They are unwilling to make the invest-
ments both in governmental action or 
in the dollars that it is going to take 
to really create these clean energy 
jobs. 

We think they are wrong. We think 
inaction is not the American way. We 
think America should take bold action 
to create clean energy jobs and that 
Congress has the responsibility to cre-
ate the policies that are going to help 
create those jobs in this country. 

So if I can, let me just start this dis-
cussion tonight by talking about just 
some very simple samples of the kind 
of jobs that we believe need to be jump- 
started in this country. I will start in 
Michigan, a State that has been so 
hard-hit right now with some difficult 
times in the auto industry. I will men-
tion a couple of companies that if we 
do the right thing can really expand 
employment. 

One is General Motors, which is 
going to bring out a car called the Volt 
in a year or two. The Volt is a plug-in 
electric car. The Volt is a car where 
you can plug it in at night and the next 
day run it on all electricity for about 
40 miles, which is really cheap. It is 
about 1 cent a mile, maybe a little 
more to run, compared to 7 or 8 cents 
a mile for gasoline. And 60 percent of 
all the trips we take a day are less 
than 40 miles. But if you want to go 
more than 40 miles, then it will run on 
the internal combustion engine that is 
in the car as well. And you can drive it 
for 250, 300 miles, bring it home at 
night, plug it in again and you are off 
to the races the next morning on very 
inexpensive electricity, very quiet elec-
tricity and very nonpolluting elec-
tricity. 

Now at some point, they may use 
some batteries by another company. It 
is a Massachusetts company called 
A123 Battery Company. And A123 Bat-
tery Company now, because of some 
policies we just adopted in the stim-
ulus bill, we hope to be able to open a 
manufacturing plant in Michigan to 
provide the advanced lithium ion bat-
teries that we think can be the back-
bone of an American electric car indus-
try. 

Now those two companies, General 
Motors, we know they are in difficult 
times, and A123 Battery Company, 
have the potential to employ thou-
sands of Americans in high-paying 
manufacturing work if—if—Congress 
takes a path of action to develop the 
clean energy policies we need to drive 
investment into those companies. 

And that is what is at stake tonight. 
What we are talking about is making 
sure that those jobs of the future don’t 
go just to China, where China has a 
very aggressive national policy to build 
electric cars. We need some national 
policies to make sure that they are 
done here. 

I go to Washington State and I hail 
from Washington State. Take a look at 
the McKinstry Company, which is a lit-
tle company that just started pro-
viding advice on how to do efficiency. 
And then they figured out that they 
could save corporations millions of dol-
lars a year by teaching companies how 
not to waste energy, how to save en-
ergy. That company has now grown to 
hundreds of people who are working in 
Seattle, Washington, basically teach-
ing companies around the world how to 
save energy. And that company is now 
probably the leading energy efficiency 
company in the world when it comes to 
teaching companies how to save en-
ergy. And hundreds of my neighbors 
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and constituents are working there 
saving energy. That company needs 
policies that will continue to drive in-
vestment into efficiency and away 
from waste. And we need this clean en-
ergy jobs bill that we will be intro-
ducing on the floor shortly to make 
sure that that happens. 

Right up the street from that com-
pany a few miles is the Bio Novartis 
Company. Bio Novartis has figured out 
a way to help an algae-based biofuels 
company make essentially gasoline 
and other automobile and other fuels 
out of algae. And they figured out a 
way to get light to the algae using a 
glass tube to provide light into these 
algae pools that one day will power our 
cars. And they are not the only com-
pany doing it. There are other compa-
nies. I met a guy in a ferry boat in Se-
attle who has a company called Sap-
phire Energy that does the same thing. 
They are doing their work in New Mex-
ico and San Diego. 

These companies need policies, 
though, that give them a level playing 
field viz-a-viz the old type of energy we 
had, which was gasoline. They don’t 
have a level playing field right now be-
cause the deck is stacked in the law 
right now to favor gasoline, the old 
kind of gasoline, rather than the new 
kind of fuel. And we will talk tonight 
about how this bill will level the play-
ing field. 

The list goes on and on about the 
companies. About 4 miles from that 
other company is a company called 
AltaRock. It is in northern Seattle in 
the Greenwood district. And they have 
the potential of hiring hundreds and 
thousands of employees doing what is 
called ‘‘engineered geothermal.’’ Engi-
neered geothermal is a new type of way 
to produce electricity. What you do is 
you drill a hole down in the Earth. You 
pump water down. It picks up the heat 
that is in the Earth’s crust. You bring 
it up hot, about 300 degrees, and you 
use that water to generate steam and 
then electricity. Zero pollution, all 
American energy, using pretty old 
technology. They have got to improve 
their pumps to make sure they can 
pump under high temperature posi-
tions. They have to do some geological 
testing to see where this works best. 
But drilling holes isn’t totally rocket 
science. AltaRock has the potential to 
generate enormous job creation in this 
country. 

You go about 5 miles from that com-
pany to downtown Seattle and there is 
a little company I met called Glosten 
Engineering. They are a marine archi-
tecture firm. It is a relatively small 
company now. They have about 65 em-
ployees. They are now starting to work 
on how to design offshore wind tur-
bines, where we can put wind turbines 
off our shorelines, say 10 miles off our 
shorelines, where there is enormous 
wind potential where we might be able 
to provide 10 or more percent of our 
electricity from offshore wind. This 
company can grow and provide employ-
ment in the construction, not only the 

design, but the construction of these 
offshore wind turbines. They are going 
to design floating platforms for these 
200-foot towers to be offshore. And that 
is going to require massive construc-
tion for cement, iron workers, steel-
workers, machinists and the like. 

Now what do all these companies 
have in common? What they have in 
common is they have great ideas. They 
have the potential to create nonpol-
luting energy in America and grow 
thousands of new jobs in this country. 
But what these companies need is a 
kick-start. And they need some mes-
sages from Congress that we are going 
to treat them fairly. Now, right now 
they are not treated fairly. The cards 
are stacked against these small busi-
nessmen and women, these entre-
preneurs who are creating these new 
technologies. And the reason they are 
stacked against them is that the laws 
essentially, right now, allow a cost to 
be imposed on Americans by polluters 
that the polluters don’t have to pay 
but citizens do. Citizens today have to 
incur the costs of what is happening 
because of pollution. 

Pollution is going to be costing 
Americans big-time in the next several 
decades. It is going to cost them in loss 
of jobs associated with the decline of 
our forests, because we are putting too 
much pollution, carbon dioxide, in the 
air. That is changing the weather. And 
the weather is killing our forests. And 
people are going to lose jobs in the for-
est products industry because of the 
deaths of our forests. And costs are 
being imposed on our citizens right 
now that the polluters aren’t paying, 
citizens are paying, and loss of jobs and 
loss of revenue. Fishermen are going to 
lose their livelihoods, and costs are 
being imposed on them because we are 
going to lose our salmon stocks be-
cause of changes in precipitation. We 
are in a prolonged drought right now in 
the West. And we have already experi-
enced some decline in salmon stocks 
associated with no water in the rivers 
during the summer months, plus the 
threat of ocean acidification because 
pollution goes into the atmosphere, 
goes back into the ocean and changes 
the acidity of the ocean. Costs are 
being imposed and not paid by pol-
luters. 

We are going to experience very sub-
stantial costs caused by polluters when 
we get sea level changes associated 
with melting that is going on right 
now with the Arctic and potentially 
Greenland that will be relatively slow 
but will require very significant ex-
penditure of infrastructure improve-
ments. So right now, costs are being 
imposed on citizens that the polluting 
industries are not paying. 

We are going to do a couple of things 
in this clean energy jobs program. We 
are going to basically make sure that 
investment goes to these new compa-
nies to create these jobs and that the 
cost of this pollution is put where it 
should be, not on the citizen, but on 
the polluting industries. And we are 

going to do this in kind of a simple 
way. It sounds complex, but it is really 
quite simple. We are going to do, right 
in this bill, a bill that will essentially 
do what we have already done in Amer-
ica for pollutants in several ways. In 
sulfur dioxide, for instance, several 
years ago, we had an acid rain problem. 

b 1945 

So we decided and Congress passed a 
law that essentially limited the 
amount of acid that could be put in the 
atmosphere, sulfur dioxide, because 
sulfur dioxide went into the atmos-
phere and then made acid rain. 

We are doing the same thing right 
now with carbon dioxide that is mak-
ing acid oceans. It is doing the same 
only on a much, much larger scale. But 
there is a loophole in our law. This pol-
lutant, carbon dioxide, is not covered 
by our antipollution laws. And as a re-
sult, citizens are going to have to pay 
for that unless we change that law. 

So what this bill will do is exactly 
what we did for this other pollutant, 
sulfur dioxide, and it put a cap on the 
amount of pollution that is going into 
the atmosphere every year, and it will 
make the polluting industries pay for 
permits to be allowed to put that pollu-
tion into the atmosphere. And that 
money, significant parts of it, will then 
be recycled back to American con-
sumers to help with their utility bills. 

So three things will happen under 
this bill. And they all will result in 
what we want to achieve which is the 
creation of American jobs in these 
clean energy technologically driven 
companies. These three things that I 
am about to describe will all drive in-
vestment into these new jobs. 

Number one, the creation of this cap 
once we limit the amount of pollution 
going into the atmosphere will imme-
diately make these new jobs much 
more cost effective and much more at-
tractive to investors because once 
there is a cap on some of these old pol-
luting ways to use energy, now the 
new, clean energy companies become 
much more attractive because they are 
not subject to this cap. 

The engineered geothermal jobs of 
the future will not have to buy a per-
mit because they are not putting out 
pollution. The lithium ion battery pro-
ducers in Michigan will not have to 
buy a permit because they are not pol-
lution. The Bio Novartis Company with 
algae-based fuel is not going to have to 
buy a permit because they are not put-
ting out pollution. And those jobs will 
immediately become much more eco-
nomically tenable. That is the first 
way it will work. 

The second way it will work is that it 
will put the cost of this problem where 
it belongs, which is on polluting indus-
tries. No longer will that be borne by 
citizens, John and Sally Citizen. It will 
be borne by the polluting industries. 
They will have to go out and they will 
have to buy permits from the govern-
ment to be allowed to continue putting 
acid into our ocean and pollutants into 
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our atmosphere that is changing our 
planet. That seems fair to me; and it 
also seems fair to my constituents. 

And the third thing that will happen 
is that the money that the polluters 
pay for these permits, some of it is 
going to go into research, some of 
these clean jobs; some of it will help 
industries clean up their act. But a 
bulk of it is going to go back to con-
sumers. It is going to go back to citi-
zens either in their paycheck or some 
tax credit, or perhaps a direct distribu-
tion to them. 

So the bulk of the money that the 
polluters will have to pay will go back 
to citizens to help them with their util-
ity bills. So this will mean that Ameri-
cans in this bill will get more jobs. 
They are going to get help with their 
utility bills, and the polluters will pay 
for that. 

What I am here to report to those 
who may be interested in this subject, 
and there are those here who still re-
sist this idea because they are still fear 
mongering because they resist change. 
People who resist change, they try to 
create fear. They are going to try to 
create fear that this is going to drive 
people into bankruptcy for doing this. 

But I will tell you, when you ask 
Americans do you think it might be a 
good deal for you to get a tax credit 
and the polluters have to pay for that 
and we increase our energy independ-
ence and decrease our pollution, we 
have asked Americans what they think 
and by margins of somewhere between 
20 and 40 percent margins, people real-
ize it is a good idea, even if it requires 
some up-front investment. And this 
will require some up-front investment. 
It will require some costs, but Ameri-
cans’ common sense understand that 
makes sense because Americans under-
stand you don’t get something for 
nothing. 

What we are getting here is job cre-
ation, a clean future for our kids and 
our grandkids and our great grandkids, 
increased energy independence, and 
help with our utility bills. And Ameri-
cans by huge margins favor that kind 
of an approach. We have asked them 
what they think. 

Now, we have had some experience 
with this before. In the next several 
weeks, and already you are hearing the 
fear mongering that is going on. Some 
people in this Chamber are trying to 
scare Americans to think that the sky 
is falling if we take this approach. 
They have tried to drum up fear that 
this is going to cost Americans num-
bers that they pull out of the air that 
are pretty fantastic, thousands of dol-
lars that are not substantiated by the 
economic analysis, and, secondly, are 
not substantiated by what America is 
about. What America is about fun-
damentally is innovation and opti-
mism. What we have always learned 
through our experience in this country 
is if we put our minds to it, we can in-
novate our way out of almost any chal-
lenge. 

The best example of this is what hap-
pened when we have seen this movie 

before, and we have seen this movie be-
fore. This movie played out in the 
Clean Air Act where people said that if 
we did exactly what we are doing right 
now, if we put a limit on the amount of 
acid rain and sulfur dioxide going into 
the atmosphere, and if we charged pol-
luters for permits to put that pollution 
out, people came to this Chamber and 
said if you do that, it will drive Ameri-
cans across the country into bank-
ruptcy because utility bills will sky-
rocket and you will be facing huge, 
double, triple prices of your utility 
bills because the utilities will have to 
increase their costs. They will pass it 
on to utility ratepayers, and there will 
be these desperate economic condi-
tions. That is exactly what people said 
in this Chamber. 

What happened in reality? What hap-
pened in reality was that good old tried 
and true character of Americans 
kicked in, which was to innovate, to 
invent new ways to reduce this pollu-
tion. And very bright American sci-
entists went to work and invented 
ways to capture sulfur dioxide, make 
sure it did not go up the smokestacks, 
at half the cost or less than what was 
predicted by the fear-mongers. 

The other thing that happened is 
that we cleaned up our lakes, and we 
saved our lakes for our grandkids, 
where there might be some fish in 
them. It was a hugely successful pro-
gram at less than half the cost pre-
dicted. And why is that? It is not be-
cause Congressmen and Congress-
women are smart or even lucky. It is 
because American businessmen and 
American scientists are smart and am-
bitious and creative, and they created 
the technologies to solve this problem. 
That is what is going to happen when 
we pass this bill now. American busi-
nesses, some of which I talked about 
tonight, are going to get the invest-
ment and they are going to create 
these clean energy jobs. They will get 
out there and figure out a way to 
produce electricity in a cost-effective 
way to in fact have the potential over 
the long run to reduce our utility 
rates. 

The reason I say this is we really 
have two choices that will be presented 
to Congress in the next month or so. 
One choice is the status quo. And, un-
fortunately, a lot of my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are going to ad-
vocate for the status quo. In the status 
quo, we remain addicted to oil from the 
Middle East. I can tell you over the 
long run that price is not going to go 
down. It is going to go up and down 
over time, but over the long run, we 
are facing limited supplies of oil and 
increasing demands on oil. When the 
Chinese start driving cars, as they are 
starting to do, over the long run, with 
the limited supply of oil and an in-
creasing demand in China and India 
and other places, don’t predict that 
prices of gasoline are going to go down. 
They are going to go up over the long 
run. 

The status quo, people who are 
against this bill who don’t want to do 

anything about this problem, who just 
want to use fear to prevent people from 
acting, they want to remain hooked to 
oil. They want to remain slaves to the 
needle of oil addiction. We have to 
break that addiction. It is our only 
path to job creation in this country. 

What we are saying is we have got to 
get out there and create new sources of 
energy. We are going to be burning oil 
for some time. There is no question, 
this is not going to happen overnight. 
But we have to start the transition 
where Americans can start to have 
their own energy sources that are be-
yond oil, frankly. And, fortunately, we 
now have the ability to do that. 

By the way, those people who think 
electric cars are just some kind of 
Tonka toy, take a ride in a Tesla. I got 
in a Tesla in Seattle the other day. It 
is a little sporty thing. It goes zero to 
60 in 3.9 seconds, which is faster than a 
Porsche. I rode in one and of course we 
obeyed the speed limit because I am a 
Congressman and I always do, but it 
was like getting into a rocket sled to 
feel that acceleration. I haven’t been in 
a car that quick since I was 17 years 
old. That car is expensive right now, 
and not many Americans are going to 
be driving a Tesla. But a lot of Ameri-
cans are going to be driving a Ford 
Focus, which is going to be all electric, 
and a lot of Americans are going to be 
driving a General Motors Volt, and a 
lot of Americans are going to be using 
electricity generated by wind power 
and solar power from the BrightSource 
Company. 

By the way, we have this power all 
over the country. I talked to the 
BrightSource Company. I met them in 
California last weekend. They now 
have either hundreds or thousands of 
megawatts under contract. They do 
what is called concentrated solar en-
ergy, and they use mirrors to capture 
the sun’s energy and they reflect the 
sun back up into a central tower that 
is about 100 feet tall. On top of this 
tower is a canister of oil or some prod-
uct, it might be sodium, and they heat 
it up to terrific temperatures, and then 
they create steam and electricity from 
that. This company is going gang-bust-
ers, but what they need is fairness 
competing against some of the other 
technologies that are still allowed to 
put their junk in the air for free. 

I have another company called 
Ramgen up in the State of Washington. 
They are building a compression tech-
nology that might allow us to burn 
coal and take the CO2 from the coal 
and bury it underground and sequester 
it. This is a compression technology 
that will decrease the cost of doing 
that. 

But what they need is this bill that 
will create American jobs by creating a 
cap on the amount of CO2 going in the 
atmosphere. This bill will do some 
other things to help the emergence of 
these companies. 

It is going to create a promise to 
Americans that we are going to get a 
certain percentage of our electricity 
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from clean energy sources. And 22 
States or more have now adopted these 
laws. Every single one of them has 
worked. Every single one of these 
States that has set these goals for a 
percentage of their electricity is on 
target to meet those goals. We have 
one in the State that I am from, in the 
State of Washington, that was adopted 
by popular vote. Now we need a na-
tional goal that is called a renewable 
energy standard. We are talking 
amongst ourselves to figure out what 
that number should be right now, but 
it should be somewhere in the neigh-
borhood of a fifth of our energy by 2025 
to get from renewable sources, and this 
is eminently achievable. 

The Department of Energy and var-
ious other entities have evaluated this, 
and this is an achievable goal. We 
know that, again, once we put these 
innovators to work and let them loose, 
we are going to get tremendous techno-
logical innovation to get this job done. 

We are also going to create mecha-
nisms to help these small businesses do 
this research. You know, we know what 
Uncle Sam can do. Uncle Sam is only 
going to play a part of this. Most of 
this will be driven by private enter-
prise. Most of it is going to be driven 
by private equity and lending from the 
private sector. But Uncle Sam does 
have a role to play in some of the over- 
the-horizon technologies. 

Like in the original Apollo Project 
when we went to the Moon, Uncle Sam 
promoted the research and develop-
ment, and we went to the Moon. 

In World War II, Uncle Sam invented, 
with its nickel weapons systems that 
were incredibly powerful, and that was 
as a result of Uncle Sam’s research and 
development. 

Now Uncle Sam needs to step up to 
the plate and do the research and de-
velopment that can now jump-start 
these clean energy jobs. 

b 2000 

So who’s going to pay for that re-
search and development? Well, in this 
bill, the people who are going to pay 
for that research and development in 
the amount of about $15 billion a year 
are the polluting industries that are 
putting the pollution in the atmos-
phere today, unchecked, unregulated, 
in infinite amounts, at zero cost. 
They’re going to pay for this research 
and development, not the taxpayer, not 
the individual American citizen. Be-
cause when these permits are sold at 
auction for these pollution permits, 
that money is going to be taken and 
put into a fund that will go to research 
and development to help these compa-
nies develop these over-the-horizon 
technologies. Now, that’s the way it 
should be because we know we can be 
creative and we know that’s the place 
that should fund this. 

So the long and the short of it is 
that, by creating this limit on pollu-
tion, we make these jobs more eco-
nomically competitive, number one. 
Number two, we create a financing 

mechanism to help the companies that 
are going to hire these people in these 
new jobs paid by the polluters. 

Number three, we create a standard, 
a legal standard that utilities will need 
to meet of at least a portion of our en-
ergy will be guaranteed to come from 
clean energy sources. Those are the 
first three things that we do. 

Fourth, we create a thing called a 
low carbon fuel standard, which will 
create a standard which will call for 
Americans to have more cleaner fuels 
over time so that companies that sell 
transportation fuels will be able to 
have—they will be required basically to 
provide cleaner energy sources to 
America and put out less pollution 
over time on a transition period. 

Fifth, we’re going to create in this 
bill, I hope, and it’s not a done deal 
yet, but I hope we will be creating a 
thing called a green bank, where Uncle 
Sam will provide a revolving fund that 
will provide lending for some of these 
businesses at what is called the ‘‘valley 
of death.’’ A lot of these businesses, 
you get the people in a garage, they 
come up with a brilliant idea. They get 
some venture capital, create a proto-
type of their device. It works. They 
scale it up, but when it comes time to 
put it in the factory, to the build the 
first factory, they can’t get a loan be-
cause banks just won’t loan on sort of 
the first commercial-sized projects. 

So in this bill financed by polluting 
industries, from these permits we will 
be creating a revolving fund. So in this 
credit crunch that we’re now experi-
encing, these business will be able to, 
in fact, get access to capital. 

This bill is going to be action-ori-
ented. This is change. It is big change 
for our economy. And when you are in 
moments of crises, as we are, and when 
you think about it, we’re sort of in a 
perfect storm of crises right now. We 
have had this enormous economic chal-
lenge that we’re experiencing, huge re-
ductions in capital so these businesses 
can’t get capital—not just clean energy 
businesses, but any businesses right 
now—very high unemployment. So we 
have got an economic challenge. 

We have a national security chal-
lenge. We’re involved in two wars right 
now, and it is not accidental that one 
of those is in an area where the oil 
comes from. It’s not accidental that a 
lot of the threats this Nation faces are 
from oil-rich areas. It’s not an acci-
dent. It’s a fact. Until we wean our-
selves from our addiction off that oil 
that comes from that region, we’re al-
ways going to be embroiled in these se-
curity threats. 

So we have got a national security 
threat. We have an environmental 
threat that is also a national security 
threat. We have got a letter from 20 
generals who have told us that if we 
don’t solve this problem of global 
warming, we’re going to have a na-
tional security threat of mass migra-
tion, because as droughts continue to 
affect the areas south of us and in the 
northern and sub-Saharan areas of Af-

rica, you’re going to have mass migra-
tions of people and you’re going to 
have collapses of governments, and you 
will continue to see what we’re seeing 
in North Africa right now, of govern-
ments that just don’t function because 
their society has literally dried up and 
blown away with their topsoil. 

These generals are telling us that 
global warming is a security risk to 
the United States over the long run 
and have urged us to take action to 
limit the amount of carbon dioxide 
going in the atmosphere. So we have 
these multiple crises right now that 
are all hitting us all at once. 

Now, it seems to me that when you’re 
in that kind of situation, Americans 
want action. And that is what this bill, 
the American Clean Energy Jobs bill, 
will give Americans, which is action. 
Inaction is not an option here. 

Unfortunately, at the moment, and I 
hope this will change, my colleagues 
across the aisle have insisted, No, no. 
Things are good enough. We will just 
leave them the way they are. We don’t 
need these clean energy jobs by the 
millions. We don’t need clean energy. 
We don’t need to address our national 
security threat of addiction to oil. We 
don’t need to address global warming, 
and we don’t need to address the Chi-
nese. 

I want to address this for a minute. 
We are also in an economic race with 
the rest of the world. I don’t mean to 
single out China, but I will just start 
the discussion with China. 

We are in a race today to create 
these clean energy jobs, and we’re not 
really winning that race today because 
other countries around the globe have 
got the drop on us. They’re out of the 
gate first with policies that will sup-
port the creation of clean energy jobs 
in their countries, not ours. 

That’s got to stop. I am tired of Ger-
many leading America in the produc-
tion of solar energy because Germany 
has adopted what’s called a feed-in tar-
iff, which essentially creates some-
thing like we’re going to create, which 
is a demand for clean energy. We have 
a little different version. We call it a 
renewable electrical standard. And 
they’re now leading America. 

We created these technologies in our 
country using American capital and 
American smarts. We invented solar 
energy, but the Germans are commer-
cializing it and leading the export mar-
ket around the world because Congress 
has sat on the dime and hasn’t created 
these policies like the German Govern-
ment has. I’m tired of that. We need to 
change that. 

I’m tired that the Danish Govern-
ment, because they created policies to 
drive investment into wind turbines a 
decade and a half ago, that the little 
country of Denmark, with 45 million 
people, is outproducing us, until very 
recently, in wind power. Now, we just 
passed them a couple of months ago, 
but with 300 million people in America 
and the most brilliant people in Amer-
ica, we should not be allowing the Dan-
ish, who I love as a people—and a 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:26 May 07, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00132 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06MY7.139 H06MYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5303 May 6, 2009 
shout-out to Sven Auken, a friend of 
mine. He was the environmental min-
ister who led this movement in Den-
mark. He saw something two decades 
ago coming, and they created some 
policies to help clean job creation in 
Denmark. But I want those jobs right 
here. 

Now we’re getting them back. The 
Clipper Wind Company in Iowa, the 
Gamesa Company in Pennsylvania. We 
have one of the largest wind farms in 
my State in Washington, but not fast 
enough. I’m not satisfied. 

Take a look at what China is doing. 
I met in California last weekend a sen-
ior advisor to the Chinese Government. 
He told me just matter of fact, We’re 
going to build electric cars. Unless you 
change in America, we’re going to 
dominate this field. And the Chinese 
and Chinese Government are making 
massive investments now in developing 
the electric car. 

We are going to be in a race with 
China to figure out whether we’re 
going to make the electric cars in 
Michigan, Ohio, and Tennessee, and 
maybe the Carolinas, or whether 
they’re going to be made in China, and 
we lose again to an Asian country that 
got the drop on us in technology. 

I will not stand here and allow the 
Chinese to become dominant in the 
electric car industry. My side of the 
aisle is going to insist that we adopt 
policies to build those cars here. 

Now we have started down that 
track. In our stimulus package, we put 
$2 billion in to assist the development 
of the domestic electric battery compa-
nies so we can make those batteries 
and cars here. Yesterday, I was at the 
White House—time flies around here— 
meeting with President Obama about 
how we do this energy bill. He urged us 
to pass this energy bill. I agree with 
him on this. 

We reached an agreement yesterday 
in a program called Cash for Clunkers. 
We, on my side of the aisle, are going 
to put a Cash for Clunkers provision in 
this bill, which will basically tell 
Americans if you’re driving kind of a 
clunker that gets substandard mileage, 
below 18 miles a gallon, if you turn in 
your car and buy a new car with higher 
gas mileage, at least the CAFE stand-
ard, you will get a $2,500 voucher from 
Uncle Sam towards buying that new 
car. And that amount will go up the 
more fuel efficient the car is. I think 
it’s up to $4,000. Don’t hold me to this, 
but I think that’s the amount it goes 
up to. 

So Uncle Sam is going to give Ameri-
cans an incentive to buy a fuel-effi-
cient car and get off the road some of 
these inefficient cars to create jobs in 
this country. And that’s one way we’re 
going to help Americans in this clean 
energy transition. 

It’s not the only way, because Ameri-
cans are also going to get cash in their 
pockets, either through a tax credit or 
some other mechanism that we’re de-
signing right now. 

So we’re going to take measures that 
make sure that America gets in this 

game of creating clean energy jobs in 
this country, and we recognize that we 
don’t have the luxury of time like some 
of my friends across the aisle think. 
They think we can wait another 20 or 
30 years to do this. We cannot wait to 
do this. We have got to do this right 
now. 

We have got to create clean energy 
jobs right now or the Chinese, the Ger-
mans, and the Danish are going to do 
it. I mean, again, no disrespect to these 
other countries. They’re great coun-
tries. They’re competitive. They’re 
eager. But we should not allow our 
technology to be mastered by them. 

I want to talk right now, because we 
have some very important people in 
the Chamber right now that have just 
entered the Chamber, about the ability 
to use coal in our future. 

Right now, we have great Americans 
who are working in the coal industry, 
and they’re working hard and they’re 
producing huge amounts of energy for 
Americans today. The problem is, un-
fortunately, that we need to find a way 
that we can use coal in a way that will 
reduce the amount of pollution going 
into the atmosphere. To do this, we 
think that there’s an opportunity to be 
able to find a way to burn coal in a way 
that doesn’t put massive amounts of 
carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. 

So what we are doing in this bill, in 
this Clean Energy Jobs bill, we will be 
taking money from polluting indus-
tries and creating a fund which will go 
to researching how we can find out a 
way to do what is called carbon seques-
tration. It’s a fancy word for taking 
the carbon dioxide out of the coal-fired 
plants, electrical generating plants, 
and take that carbon dioxide and bury-
ing it in the Earth permanently. 

If we can figure out a way to do this, 
we will find a way to use coal for dec-
ades. If we can’t find a way to do this, 
it’s going to be difficult to use all the 
coal we have, because if we burn all the 
coal we have, it will be good, cheap 
power, but it will also essentially 
change life as we know it in this coun-
try based on climate change. 

So what we’re doing in this bill is 
we’re creating a fund that will help the 
coal industry have a long-term survival 
in this country, and they will be able 
to have assistance in this bill to gen-
erate over a billion dollars a year for 
research into coal sequestration tech-
nology. 

b 2015 
Now, the reason I point this out is I 

think some very good people here in 
Congress are being a little short-
sighted, and they are not seeing the 
benefit of generating funds that can go 
to the research and development of this 
new technology, technology that we 
clearly need to solve this problem. If 
we don’t generate this money to create 
this technology, people in the coal in-
dustry eventually are going to have 
difficulty because of the inevitability 
of the climate change that we face. 

Now, if I can, just for a minute I 
would like to address that issue of why 

we can create jobs while simulta-
neously dealing with climate change. 
First, I want to address a little bit the 
problems we face on climate change. 

Climate change is now a fact, not a 
theory or hypothesis. We have direct 
observational evidence that carbon di-
oxide in our atmosphere has sky-
rocketed during the industrial revolu-
tion. It has gone from about 250 to 
about 360, 370 parts per million. It will 
continue to rise to double the levels of 
carbon dioxide. This is simply a fact. 

Now, the problem with carbon diox-
ide is you can’t see it, you can’t smell 
it, you can’t taste it. But it has a nasty 
little attribute, and no scientist today 
anywhere who has a scientific degree 
will disagree with this statement: It 
has the attribute of trapping a certain 
spectrum of radiation that can go in as 
one spectrum of radiation but can’t go 
out when it is reflected off the surface 
of the Earth. All scientists of any re-
pute recognize that. 

So we are now involved in this mas-
sive experiment where we are the guin-
ea pigs of what happens when you dou-
ble the amount of carbon dioxide in the 
atmosphere. Now, unfortunately, we 
are seeing what happens when you do 
that, and we are seeing it right now 
with our own eyes. 

The Arctic is melting. The Arctic in 
the last several decades has decreased 
by 40 percent, and many scientists be-
lieve in the next decade or so it will 
disappear in the late summer months 
almost in total; it will just have a 
fringe of the Arctic. 

We are seeing tundra melting rapidly 
in Alaska. We are experiencing 
droughts. We are experiencing by the 
millions of acres death of our forests 
because it doesn’t get cold enough to 
kill the beetles, and they then kill the 
trees. 

We are seeing changes in patterns of 
migration of our animals. We are see-
ing off my coast in the State of Wash-
ington creatures we have never seen in 
the State of Washington before off our 
coastline. 

And, importantly, we are seeing in-
creases in the acidity of the ocean. The 
oceans are becoming more acidic. And 
this isn’t related to temperature; this 
is related to carbon dioxide, which 
comes out of our smokestacks, drifts 
over our oceans, goes into solution; 
and, when carbon dioxide goes into so-
lution it makes it more acidic. The 
oceans today have 30 percent more 
acidic ions in them than they did in 
pre-industrial times. So we know we 
have to deal with this problem. By the 
way, there is no debate about ocean 
acidification. And even if we could 
solve the global warming problem, un-
less we create these green collar jobs 
and green energy jobs, we won’t solve 
this problem. So we intend in the next 
several months to succeed, as we have 
always done, and by innovating to cre-
ate these clean energy jobs. 

Now, people are going to talk about: 
If we do this, that this is going to cost 
Americans, this fear factor that people 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:26 May 07, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00133 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06MY7.140 H06MYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

64
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5304 May 6, 2009 
are going to try to scare people in, 
they are going to tell Americans it is 
going to cost thousands of dollars a 
year. It just doesn’t hold up to any eco-
nomic analysis, an analysis by MIT, 
which by the way has been incorrectly 
cited by some of my colleagues here. 
We have a letter from the MIT pro-
fessor that basically said the total cost 
to the U.S. economy averages out to 
about 18 cents a day for the invest-
ments that will be involved in chang-
ing this. The EPA studies that have 
looked at this have concluded it will be 
in the $200 to $300 range a year of in-
vestment that will create millions of 
clean energy jobs. 

These investments we know succeed 
because we have confidence in Amer-
ican businesses and American workers 
and American scientists to create these 
new clean energy jobs; and when we 
give them the investment they need, 
they will produce what we need, which 
is new technology. And this bill will be 
the largest jump-start of American 
technology since the original Apollo 
project. 

Now the Democratic members of the 
Commerce Committee went to the 
White House to meet with President 
Obama yesterday, or the day before, 
and we talked about this bill. We are 
shaping this bill in a way that is fair to 
every region and takes into consider-
ation the needs of certain industries. 

By the way, I will point out some-
thing that is very important in the 
bill. We want to make sure that jobs 
don’t go overseas as a result of this 
bill. And if some electrical rates go up 
as a result of this, we don’t want to see 
jobs in steel mills or cement plants or 
aluminum plants go overseas to places 
where electricity may be cheaper. So 
what we are doing is we have a provi-
sion that Congressman MIKE DOYLE of 
Pittsburgh and I have worked on which 
will give benefits, free permits, to the 
steel, aluminum, other energy inten-
sive, trade sensitive businesses. They 
will get free permits. The reason we are 
doing this is so they will not have a 
disincentive for keeping those jobs in 
this country. We are designing this bill 
in a way that is sensitive to make sure 
we keep jobs in this country and this 
does not distort our job creation, and it 
is being carefully designed to achieve 
that. 

What President Obama talked about, 
I just want to cite one thing he said. 
He said that Members of Congress come 
here for a reason, and that reason is to 
very rarely and infrequently have a 
chance to do something historic. 

This is a truly historic moment for 
America. It is a moment where we have 
the opportunity to seize the destiny of 
this country, to create a clean energy 
future for the country, to reduce pollu-
tion, to increase our energy independ-
ence. And that only happens when men 
and women of good faith come together 
to find a consensus that will create 
clean energy jobs, will limit pollution, 
will require polluting industries to pay, 
and will in fact move this country with 

a great, great leap forward in tech-
nology. 

You don’t do that by doing nothing. 
Doing nothing is not an action. We will 
be doing something historic in this bill, 
and I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to pass this clean energy 
American jobs bill. I look forward to 
the many ribbon cuttings that we are 
going to have as a result of this bill 
when these companies start up and 
start hiring Americans and start man-
ufacturing the electric cars and wind 
turbines and solar cells and engineered 
geothermal and all of the things we are 
going to do to help create job creation 
in this country. That is a future wor-
thy of this country. That is a bill 
worth passing. I look forward to it. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. WAMP (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of attending his 
son Weston’s college graduation in 
Tennessee. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, for 5 min-
utes, today. 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. BERKLEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. ENGEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. MCHENRY, for 5 minutes, today 
and May 7. 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, May 
13. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, May 13. 
Ms. FALLIN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. JORDAN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mrs. SCHMIDT, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his re-

quest) to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous material:) 

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 23 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-

morrow, Thursday, May 7, 2009, at 10 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

1623. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Mar-
keting Order Regulating the Handling of 
Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far West; 
Salable Quantities and Allotment Percent-
ages for the 2009-2010 Marketing Year [Doc. 
No.: AMS-FV-08-0104; FV09-985-1 FR] received 
April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1624. A letter from the Acting Associate 
Administrator, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Irish Potatoes Grown in Colorado; Modifica-
tion of the Handling Regulation for Area No. 
2 [Doc. No.: AMS-FV-08-0094; FV09-948-1 IFR] 
received April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1625. A letter from the Acting Associate 
Administrator, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Kiwifruit Grown in California; Decreased As-
sessment Rate [Docket No.: AMS-FV-08-0095; 
FV09-920-1 FIR] received April 24, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

1626. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Regula-
tions Under the Perishable Agricultural 
Commodities Act, 1930; Section 610 Review 
[Doc.: #AMS-FV-08-0013; FV08-379] received 
April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1627. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Tomatoes 
Grown in Florida; Partial Exemption to the 
Minimum Grade Requirements [Doc. No.: 
AMS FV-08-0090; FV09-966-1 FIR] received 
April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1628. A letter from the Acting Associate 
Administrator, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Tart Cherries Grown in the States of Michi-
gan, et al.; Change to Fiscal Period [Docket 
No. AMS-FV-08-0066; FV08-930-2 FIR] re-
ceived April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1629. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Milk in 
the Appalachian and Southeast Marketing 
Areas; Order To Terminate Proceeding on 
Proposed Amendments to Marketing Agree-
ments and Orders [Doc. Nos.: AMS-DA-07- 
0133; AO-388-A15; AO-366-A44; DA-03-11-B] re-
ceived April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1630. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Raisins 
Produced From Grapes Grown in California; 
Final Free and Reserve Percentages for 2008- 
09 Crop Natural (Sun-Dried) Seedless Raisins 
[Doc. No.: AMS-FV-08-0114; FV09-989-1 IFR] 
received April 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 
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